


Posnert's nest two chapterc,"I'rn a Cliaractcr ! I'm Colorful” and "I Am d ack Ruby. You 
all know mo," a( Pages 343-403) are, obviously, on ^ack &uby. Why he has them at all 


is not obvious. 

The subtitle of his book is, Lee Harvey and the Assassination of JFK . 

In £oomis 1 s description of the book to Dahlin in Pnblisher/s Weekly he said, 
11 At faocct the heart' of -mmsr ’a biography of Lee Harvey Oswald... 11 


Posner liimsel# inois-tgs tliat lift: of ^ee Harvey Qjwald/is the most important 
tiling in his book, emphasizes this in his Prepackages ix-xi) There he g^/es into 
"Oswalds curious past n V^2s allegedly "murky background/ 1 a»d he says that^orgotten 
in most recent studies of the assassination is Oswald" where "he is referred to only 
briefly and often i3 presented as a sterile fiqu\e. ... stripped of character, the 
reader is seldom given any insight into understanding him. His intricate personality 
and temperament are obscured. " 

it* bitt y 

emphasized this in his appearances, too. here are a Xa* r examples j£rom Cl^- enly . 

On August 3<5T fe3b- 1992, interviewed by Leon n arriX there was this excliange: 


HARRIS: Well, I did take some time to go through your book over the weekend and 
I have to admit that I was- I did notice first off that it seemed as though you 
base most of your view upon the- your investigation of Oswald himself as a 
person. You spent a lot of time developing his character. 

Mr. POSNER: Leon, I think you asked the key question. To me, although many 

people focus on a single bullet and what happened in terms of the shots, I thinJ 
the answer to this assassination is found in Lee Harvey Oswald's life 
There's no guestion. 

HARRIS: Why is that? 

Mr. POSNER: Because what we've never had in this country - the American publi 

has never had a reason to understand why Oswald ended up on the sixth floor of 
the depository shooting at Kennedy. What I try to give you is such a 
psychological and detailed profile of Oswald's life that you as the reader 
mally understand why he killed Kennedy and I think you do see it in this 
book - a man so disturbed over a period of time - psychologically imbalanced, 

very violent, someone who tried to kill an American Army general - that by the 
time November 22nd comes around and he goes up and takes his rifle to that 
corner window to shoot at Kennedy, you really understand why he's there. 





He appeared on CIIlI’s "Crossfire " po^-gram m- four days later, with Mike Kinsley.#' 


oji. 't ' * *>. 

—On 


for c Hg - former He.. Ilampsliirc Governor and later ^Bush ' :j VIhite House chief -of -stff^ John 
Sununu^and Hr. Cyril Wocht , the eminent forensic ..atliilogist, There was this exchange: 


Dr. WECHT: And he was able to effectuate the assassination of the President, 
despite the fact that he was in Russia he was a total dunce, and by the way, 
according to KGB agent Nosenko, one of Mr. Posner's reliable persons, as of 
last week on another television program, 'Lee Harvey Oswald could not hit a 
rabbit with a shotgun. ' He became also an expert marksman, Mr. Posner, in tha 
couple of years' time, right? 


Posner did not even try to respond, according to the t ranscript, until a few other 
exchanges between the other participants, and then there wa3 this: 
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Mr. POSNER: -I must tell you that I personally believe that the most importan 
part of the book is not the chapter on the single bullet, but is the first half 
of the book which deals with Oswald's life, because- 

KINSLEY : Yeah, but just listening to you, it's not as convincing. 

Mr. POSNER: No, no, but it is more convincing in this sense, it incrementally 

builds over 300 pages, a portrait of Oswald and a psychological portrait- 

KINSLEY : All right, if you're going to sell your book, I think we ought to give 
Dr. Wecht a chance. 

Dr. WECHT: And it builds and it builds Lee Harvey Oswald's anarchism and 
pro-socialism, communism, whatever it is, and this man sets it all up, and gues 
what, he kills the President after planning this all this time, and then he 
stands up and says, 'I didn't do it, not me, somebody else did it.' Come on now 
what, are you kidding? You don't have to be- 

Mr. POSNER: Dr. Wecht- 

Dr. WECHT: You don't have to be a Freudian psychoanalyst to understand the 
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absurdity of your theory. 

Mr. POSNER: All you have to do- 

Dr. WECHT: My God, a guy like that stands up and says, 'Mea culpa, I did it, I 

did it. I'm a hero. I saved the world. I killed this terrible man.' 

Mr. POSNER: Dr. Wecht, all I suggest you do is go back and talk to Marina 

Oswald and- 

Dr. WECHT: I've talked to Marina personally several times, and I know what 
Marina thinks of your book and about you, OK. So I have talked with Marina. 

Mr. POSNER: Please go back and talk to Marina Oswald and his friends Ruth and 

Michael Paine [sp?] who knew Lee Oswald better than anybody else, and what will 
they say? He looked like the cat who had swallowed the canary. He was bursting 
with pride and he knew now that he was going to have the fun of being able to 
make everybody sweat about who killed JFK. 


And, as Wecht kan i said to him, instead of boasting, claiming his glory, denied it? 
Posner* s reasoning is gibberish. 

This is the stuff of cheap novels It is not real^tf, psychologically or in any 


other way, 




But as Podner states over and over again, with seemingly unbounded faith in his 
fir 

gimmick, it is his gersion of what he says qp was Oswald's life, his special twist 
to all of it, tliat is what has to be understood and is the "key" to his book and to Mas 

understanding the crime, that he tells the life and the story of a born assassin just 

A 

waiting to assassinate* 



Newspaper clipping of his interviews around the country are consistent with this 
snot As I caught him saying on V/aoliington TV, his biography of Oswald is the most im- 
portant part of his bookin his opinion. In one way or another he said the same thing 


on those two CNN appearances. 

Oswald "life" is the "key." 

He gives "such a psychological and detailed profile of Oswald’s Ife that you as 

A 

the reader can finally understand why he killed Ktennedy... psychologically imbalAnced • 
(sic).* 

"I must tell you that I personal^ believe that the most important part of the book 


is not the chapter on the single bullet, ifcEEry but is the first half of the book, which 
deals with Oswald’s life because (interrupted by %nsley, who found what he said "not 
as convincing" as the bock) l£,no, but it is more convincing in this sense, it incrimen^ 
tally builds over 300 pages, a portrait of Oswald and a psychological portrait...." 

"Go back and talk to li arina Oswald (who contradicted him on national TV) and his 
friends ahh and Paine who know Lee Oswald better than anybody else, and what 


will XBnergH they say? He looked like the cat who liad swallowed the canary. He was bursting 
with pride, and he lenew that he was going to have the fun of being able to make 
everybody sweat about who killed JW 

What else where he kept on^iftecn dollars for his escape? 

T he Paines, if they said any such thinft, saw him no more than the rest of us 

y 

after he ■ as^^xrestea/ and if that was a cat and canary look, bi$di 


hsM / 


.Cds thenceforth should 

have had much less trouble from cats. 

So, Posner owes it all to Hartogs. lit that thorc -k re - 4 single new word other han 

M 

than what Posner imagines and lias probably talked himself into believing about Oswald. 

uv\ iyl 

There is only his/resurrection of Hartogs, in exaggerated ^form andjLnterpretation* 

' % what that Hartogs might not have been able to do if he had staid off of his 

3 3 ? 3 


women patients! 




But as-Posn ur s la Leu over and over ag a in, uf Oa w a j.a /hat~he~says- tSjfc the 


\ U.MlvtiH'l 

h &s'hisi .lust wajinti'toresassinate. 


£xfa* # J[n in his own terms, it is the life of Oswald that is the "key," c^id 

J [2l ik* -6 ^4' _ j^y 

Ruby having nothing tcPdowith that lifej/lihat he also includes ire version of 

Ruby's life^isnot really appropriate to the book in which it is so large a part. Why Jv 

I /*&> kid -/p 

c an jaly be conjee Lured but some of the obvious conjectures are ±o t i t tilaieV^ o pro- " t * . j 

A. L v!v lA,U-sA Jh Lit' cr 'w't. 


O 


tend 


overall and unique erpertioe^^^^ j u U) /u if* 


Whatever Podner ' 3 reasons, with his publisher's p e-publication description of the 

OSWjZA TU). 

book and Posner's post-publication agreeing with that anci/cdding emphasis to it, Puby ie 

j ' 

rlevant to Oswald' d death, not to his life, and with ^bhis book on Oswald's life ^?e 
r ^7 — „ — 

p re forred - by -PesneaS" devpting so large a part to Ruby, whatever Posner's purposes, is t # 

§ k /* xAh U /iW rt Qulhi * y*, 

a waste of t hat space and any time taken for it. cm Avrt 4 M/trv/ V Ct urrt " x m'*S 

0 ^ \o tkU> y 1U4f 1 

UobSy in his right mind can believe that anybody couldTrust Ruby with anything at 
all that required either dependability or hi^ilence. Ruby was really sick in the 
head besides being pushy , ami craving attention and being regarded as having some im~ 

E ” rt ““- Ik 

Uhen i began my work, knowing it would be impossible to be able to cover all of iyt 

fully and carefully, I decided not to work on Ruby for the above reasons and because 

there vrjuld be a trial at which some evidence would emerge ,and be subjected to Wigmore's 

, $ L A/ziVU+'to trutJ */ 1 l(}f/sS.fF^> 

vjonderful enginw for establisliing^fcruth, ' cro^^xaminatiQfi.) (.The Report of defense psy- 
chiatrist^ provided by William Neichter, ^ouisville lawyer and my good friend, from 

' . JfK*i 

the University of Kentucky, Louisville arcliive on Senator William Cooper, a Member of 

T 3//^/ 

the Warren Commission, w&iek- turned out to be correct, sayx^told the, ooiirt--4mwiimig^to 

’« V 

lis -teny-^Wmir^uby . Bill Cn^po^— rrn L n ~ cl use relfttiv e-o fl the Senatcfc^ p rnvi ripd I fo lch t er 
yjiih-— Bx tnclr .Attorney KeF" Henry aide's letter to Rankin-ge im^^ of 

the d of ona e-psychoat rist ,aaa fcx±hg±xgf Dry L c uis Jol yon- jr a^ht ) , hp a ri nf thft - ^ayc h- 
ia try depa rtmeirtToX the University of Ok lahoma 'ViUuuF Ceriter , and that of Dr. l\L . 

^tiij]nli=L£4-^4r1 hi t ^» jndff f»- T .T nn. - fr rnt m - 1^64 Anri botl] f 

floumtiL ub t mentally - - i - Hy 'eet - ' a- coveglng lerter to Wa d e r^ys , M T - to pe-ar t will be pussTb i 


(tilth some help from Neichter Bill Cooper, who is in charge of tliat archive, is 
seeking all the information he can get for it. Senator Cooper, those wJ^o were on his 
Senate staff say, workeco liard on his Commission~^»k and none of them 

lias any real knowledge of it or, if he had any, where he put his files on it# He 
wanted to be certain there ueTre no leaks#) 

Dr. ^ouis Jolyon fright) West , head of the psychiatry department of the Univer- 
sity of Oklahoma Iledical Center j was the defense psychiatrist# Judge Joe B. Brown asked 

Dallas psychiatrist Dr# R#L. gfa Stubblefield to examine Ruby for him# Both reports 

# 

were filed in ilay, 1964. Bill Cooper gave Neichter a copy of ^Dallas District Attor- 
ney Wade's letter to Ranicin forwarding the reports of both psychiatrists. Both reports 

. * r 

said that K uby was V mentally ill. Y/estfs covering letter to Wade says, "I hope it will 

be possible to put liim in a mental hospital soon." 

In a report dated April 26, West told the court inwilling to listen, under 

• • * 1 

"Prognosis," that for "the present acute psychotic reaction "^-(dwt^proper treatment" 
ehouj/ld be "promptly instituted." It never was. 
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The Gertz^s had gone to tho station from the funeral 





"npnommpndati nn H was Immediate psychiatric hospitalization, study and treatment* Close 


/ 


observation* Suicidal precautions." Under discussion Sa Wes;jjf* states that A Siby is not 

"malingering or feigning mental illness, does not . ant to go to mental hospital,^ is 

paranoid y t/ 

a V delusional person 11 at "cross purposes uith his attorneys, lias had "acute psy- 

chiotoc reactions" and is "teclinically inaanc" and thus could not cooperate intelli- 
gently in his own d efense* 

The other side, wanting for Ruby n^t to be hpsit hospitalized, while stating it 

les^severely, did conclude tba^ Ruby was mentally ill* 

serious ^ 


That it wa.^ even merer 


J't 

as'tlian 0 West had concluded with what could h va- efeeen 


determined, if 'at all in 1964, onltf with hospitalization and close examinatipn, was 

3t) y ? t 

without any question at all when lie* died in February, 1 96# r af*d\-it/was determined that 
a cancer of the brain was th^bause of his death# 

I spent the afternoon or Ruby’s funeral in his native Chicago with one of his 

u 

lawyers, Elmer ^ertz, and his wife# It as a nast day, windy, snowy and a/ blizzard in 
threat?/ Elmer and £ wetfe to be among the guests on U3HI-TV 1 s Join liadigan Show* *4 was 
filmed in t^^^eWape days Friday for Sunday airing. The taping was &L delayed for 
deveral hours by technical problems more common then than now* I was escorted to the 

-33SA 

station’s cafeteria where Elmer and his wife were already* We sat there and chatted until 

A 

called for the filming. 

Elmer was without doubt about the cause of Ruhy’s death, from that ^rain cancer, 
being correct. His rather emotional opiniofnthat Ruby would have been hospitalized earlier 
if the; 4 sheriff himself was not himself hospitalized does not mean that Rub# at that 
late date could have been cured. To the best of my knowledge there has not~b een an^MioSten- 




da&Le modical opinion of when that cancer started and whether, if detected in early 


1964, it could have prevented his death, delayed it, or had any influence on his mental 

If* 

illness. My own opin-i-^gkhit. that Rmby was crazy long before he killed Oswald. 


Several years after Ruby's death I learned more than was public about the kind of 


person he w as. 


NOTk TO RAPHAFLA: If I have not written you that I have the apini approval of my friend 
Henry YJade to U3e the formulation of him as the source, please type the alternative that^. 


Ky friend Ilenry Y/ade, a former FBI special agent and popular and respected as the 
district attorney, was informed about the kind of person Ruby was by Dallasites who had 

r — ) 

perisonal knowledge. His files held numerous reports of strange and at the least un- - 

acceptable but dependable reports about ^ubyT^Phese ranged 1 fram his^publicfe b nrUiTTg v 
j clearly CX vr* + 

of the breats of girls just entering Juberty, in one instance I remember/at a fair and 

in daylight • When cliided for that kind of behavior, Ruby's response was that he was 

/ ’ust breaking the grfLls in to go to work for him when they were mare mature. 

^ most disgusting _ , 

The sickest /of all was the belief of the S pc ‘Society for the Prevention of Cruel- 
ity to Animals* It was the kind of tiling not likely to be determined on psychiatric* 
examination. 

his dogs, Ruby referred to his favotite, the dachshund Sheba, as "my wife." 


T^e SFCA had r ason to believe he v/as treatin^h^^dog that way. 


/ai/te 


AJ/TERNATIVE , replace first four lines above with: 

Several years after Ruby's death when I was in Dallas I saw 
written records relating to the kind of person Ruby v/as. He was not in any sense normal 


in part because his bad behavior was sometimes!* 

i*ioU4e4 c* 


and it as well known locally 
in public. 'The dependable reports I savr ^ a ft g ed fgen his public handl ing ...*and then 
as it is. 


Y/hile Ruby's behavior, with girls and with liis dogS^^l no indication of the 
serious mental illness diagnosed by West, it does reflect the kind of man^f nobody who 

• v u/tft/ 

knew him well would be inclined to trust with sB^mission or knowledge that required 
dependability, rationality and silence. 

If with the announced purposes of his bock Posner found $ 2 ? necessary to say any- 

to be part of a conspiracy 

thing at all about Ruby, that nobody would have trusted him/would have been enough, 


ivny consideration of what is appropriate to Oswald 1 s life tiiat Posner suppressed 

(jwhat he su ppressed from 

££0 from what he claims is the only definite, uMers^-fiiaing account of it f or of/his 

jjyy U r M^A iie 

reporting on the assassination itself that* he could have used seme of these pages ta 
wasted on Ruby^ ahilazztzaez makes this clear# While thinking this way requeirlfp the 
belief that Posner is an honest man intending an honest boo£k neither at this point, 
possible to believe, just a f$w examples from earlier in this book reflect the real Posnor 
and his real intentions with and real purposes in his bock^n/ M 

knew from my Oswald in Hew Orleans that I had reason to believe that the lone 
official candidate for Presidential assassination had in fact held the very high 
security clearances of TOP SECRET and CRYPTO and tiiat this is suppressed from g^ll known 
official records. After I wrote that ^ook *** obtained from the Navy buflTnot from any 


Oswald or assassination records ±ha± the proof tiiat Oswald did have these clearances. 

This is not relevant in any biographical eccount, utfhich Posner says is the most important 
thing in bis book? Whether or not Posner used my viorlc to locate those FBI reports of 

its so-called investigation at the^one3 Printing Company in New Orleans, the results of 

my work wsr in the file cabinets in which he worked for three days and is clearly labelled 
on those file folders, lie also could have asked me, as he could of so very much more and 
not once did, if I had any information $$ ,that patft of Oswald* s life, could have had 

j,j (a** 1 iLiX io 

it without asking me and ^WoulcT haVe hacTit) if he had asked me. That the Oswald he says 

/ 

was all alone was not all alone is not relevant in liis supposedly unique biography of Osv/ald? 
Of #11 the great volume of information he saw that I had obtained by all those FOIA 
lawsuits of which he knew and wrotear' so uninfirmedly, ju 3 tT 5 Tw^ht we h ve seen above 
about tiiat missed shot and tiiat curbstone alone is~Hx± more than enough to^eraonstrate 

what he knew was available and is so very pertinent in tlie basis of his account of the 

berime. That is noFneces sazyTjndjsu^ That, too, is not more important in it than 

V H*/ 'I f 

fc£5 devoting more than ten percent of his book to xter J irrelevant Rby biography * 
his versio n cr r ~that2 

Of course it is ouvious that if he had not suppressed this evidence of which he did 

377 


know he could not have written and waxed rich and famous from liis book# But the point 
here is why he wasted so much on the irreleVant and made the book impressivly larger 
v/ith what is not necessary to the book and is inappropriate in it# 

It is part of Ids fraudulent pretense to having done a definitive job in his 
accounts of Oswald’s life and of th crime when in fact he was a skilled and lying propa- 
gandist depending on the ignorance of those who whuld judge his book and of the reader 

^ ^ 

"to fie a) financial 4 success of it. He wastedsi all tlds space and effort on Huby to 

r 

(perpetrate the false pretense of the sclioiirship he did not employ and of the ^11— 
inclusive content of the book, the content it does not have# 

hasting all this space on Huby is part of Posner 1 s trickery# It has no legitimate 


purpose in his book# 


That with all he could liave said aJ^d did not say about the of wlrLch we 

liave already seen *&»t/ not by any means all that is relevant and important 1/that Posner 
demoted as much 3pace and attention a* he did to Rby at the least raises questions 

. f) of 

about what he really intended with his book / ml why he wasted oo mu c h - efw^T - j . n a 
a or i ot v n boo . o t- cornnns , best the cheapest 0 kind of literary 

scrimshaw. 

It is not necessary and it is inj^propriate in a serious book tliat is supposedly 

on Oswald’s life and about the assassination of President Kennedy, 

\spc$f in /U* 

That Posner did give all this attention an/frpll the time b£ preparation tfcet 

A yj/ 

it-^ pre s en t fl is still another indication that his was, despite all/nis andrHandom ^ 
yjO&tiU ^ Hu tUAUj j 

ton e’s pretenses, aJformula bool:\iesigned for the expected market ox the other sidey 
of those who ^ 

support D3T~lhe official assassination mythology, and as an answer, more or less, to 


the Oliver Stone movie. 


.jT/r e rn+wU 




^ Prf'trMJa v)\ pLf 

In recent years there was only one e ir ume pcili a commercializing that cntpuctcd 
yli- ty-to 

market ,^£[ f o^^^ counsel -^avid ^elir^ and his claim to liave been right be- 

cause he said he .as right, without regard to all the evidence he ignored Gn the 
Commission and since available, hag-“n'6 popular appeal at all except to the major media and 


the small minority of Americans who still believe# the official mythology, 

Posner, beginning without Belin's liabilities^ from his approach ancT(iIot having 


the 


publisher support Posner had, did liave eWen more support by the major media. This is 


represented by tint Random House’s arranging for his large number of TV and other appara 
ances and by the unpreceftobted sale of ancillary rights here, as with the first at- 
tention in U,S, News * and around the world, where wven in Australia's remoteness it 

received those three pages reported earlier in Brisbane, 

'fltfbi piutLl/tcfiAy u 44), 

TUfi, of course, reache# aaci^r~and itf Jueince# ipany, many more people than the most 
successful book can*^ / 

In terms of ssrving government interest, particularly, possibly, tliat of the CIA, 


this ancillary attention is far more important than the number of books sold, 


Whatever the trifth may be, and with hi Record it is not expectable row Posner, 

, aM * 

all this space and attention to the xxk® irrelevant &uby triviaCrepre^sents an 
usch^olarly aCnmfipt=^id approach ami W a cliea^ appeal ±or added sales and for un- 
deserved recognition as scholarship* 

As we see when v;e leave Posner's Ruby diversion, there is no end to his abandonment 
of scholarly approaches and treatments he did not stoop to exploit* 


